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rim< t n k  5 tallow. Itnluntum 

The proposals will considerably widen t h e s e  w i n d o w s  DO 3 metres) and moth lower 
Mee ails. s o  destroying Mee Intrinsic character. Pape 78 d the Urban Design Repon 
under Response to Design Guidelines is misleading. because It shows Only the 
deepening of PIP on the non-Slabfev A l w a y s ) .  which ate already w i d e  e n d  relatively 
deep. 

Page 79 In the Response to Des ign  G u d e l : n e s  p r e s e n t s  reasons for the intended 
window e n l a r g e m e n t s  but the argurr.ents are all Slanted towards  a pamcdtar 
o u i c o m e .  H e r e  are our reverse  a r g u m e n t s  aga ins t  the applicant's points: 

- B O V i n g  W a n d  W a d y  10 M u  c a n a l  towpath:  T h e  Increase  of l o o m s  from Me 
l a C  d e v e l o p m e n t  Ties a lready a c h i e v e d  thai. Increasing activity s i r  damage 

the o s r i d s  Dengue s e d i t i o n .  Included in t h e  C A  A i : g r a s s :  s s u m m a r y  of 

special I n b r e d  WhIth IS S e e d y  b e . n g  eroded. 

- S t r o n g  W K S  links WM C e n t  T h e s e  exist already. s o  don't n e e d  Increasing. 
Y A M  k b  the vaults: These will be avaiiabie 'trough the nye 

m o t e  eastern artless. 

- Eking*, more people onto The towpath: M r s  Goma and River Trust 

nadonal sedrations are poorly earned to the kind London situ aoon and 
almady In need of review. 

- Safe& throug* rotund suwelliance: That orpiment Is flawed. since there vi: 
always be other places along the towpath * P l o w  windows, a n d  I cnMinals 
i n d e e d  ieleh 10 lurk In seduslon they Ma go there Wetted In wry 
l n c r e e d  boded has reduced that deelbely. 

- Increasing daylight In the w w I t t  Many restaurant users w i g  vaults for thek 
e r i d o e e d a b l o e p h e n .  rt01 for views out. and there w e  other restaurants wiNn 
the proposal to Mow for other tastes. such as in the vaults with already rider 
openings tinier Block 4. 

- nroyldIng for nalusW vendellon: The M e d e a  w i n d o w s  with be sufficient for that 

- &pressing externally the new use  of the budding: There  MO b e  plenty of 

evidence tar the new w e e  of the bolding, and enlarging these openings would 
add vary N M  In that regard. 

- Creating a rhythm along the facedth The exlatIng rhythms a r e  s imple  and 

successful. related to S a o &  function. This is a historic building and it should 
not be tinkered with In s o d  a Manner.  Moreover. changing the Stabler) 
w i n d o w s  will Create ti NOblelti where they cummlly continue but the 
development slope. beyond Block & There is no approval for changing the 

- Caleerattng the 
leetunts should not 

between ord end n e w  The destruction ol historic 
subpar of OliebteliOn'. 
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Nam s h  w m o w n  &oath.. 

- Complementing the shop t o w n  This l e a  N a a s  c i  quits afferent Character. 
and such a Ilnk should nol be Impeded. Indeed. where the larger windows are 
to h a w  a r s  metal frames, these and the proposed large window penes will 
not be  in keeping with style on the Boors above. Mao they MO be  demmenw 
to the bapat lys  visual irenCluNIW 

concern: 
O w e  f l a w  unottunerod windows In the m e n a g e  v a  M e e t  widfs 

C A  management strategy a s  need to be  sensitively 
Windows face the C u m *  Street Natural nark and until the 

mcent Increase of largely unauthorised m o d f i g s .  thls stretch of a n a l  wes 
paniculady secluded and encouraging ol bale and 

Enlarging the stables would do much hann to the historic character. 
whereas the c o m p e r e  base taken Mire to prOted N S W &  character in most Other 
aspects 01 the scheme. Not enlarging the stab.es windows would not i l l epardno iho 
T a n n  of the building to new use So we as you to r e i n i ng  new ProPosels here as a 
condition of Consent. 

2) Block 4 conservatory. 

W e  obfea most strongly to the l o w  of the glass conservatory al roof level in Block 4. 
This intervention s e v e n *  disrupts the succession of ahead pitched roots and 
chimney stacks at descending W a t s  which Is the most S l a n g  and memorable 
feature 01 MI5 remarkable range of buildings and a w r y  p o t s  contributor to the 
merinos'  chamster. I N  shape and materials rudely Interrupt the building's 
archincturre form and S i r e .  which other efforts h a w  s a w n  to melnbiln. See photo 
at end of  this latter. The conservatory is therefore very damaging to the character of 
the conservation ansa and should not be  showed. W e  would not oppose the raising of 
the roof of W s  block. to meet circulation and space requirements. il In a way 
a o m e w t a l  similar to the rejected Option 4 in of Ihe Urban Design Report M a w  18). 
NA raised further for useable headroom and %NM eaves aligning with be wall top - 
there is still room to maintain a satislyhg gradation 01 slated roofs. There is no 
demonstrated need for a glass roof. Rage 19 raters to an 'overriding pilikoMphy to 
make a clear ast inaion between old and neW. bul INS is an invention Or Ihe 
designers and nothing absolute. Other more subtle ways could be  used to indicate to 
ho d i s c e m n g  eye that there has boon an intelVerdlOn (50 avoiding the charge 01 

p o n c h o ' ,  whde not daning:ng the musenhai feal t ies Of the no0115Cape. 

7) Roof Parapets of Block 2 

The Initial Gonservadon 
rebuilding die parapet.  In 

W O W  an p.17 of Urban Dealgn Report suggests 
p r e 4 W  form might be  considered. A p r e a s  IMMO Ni 

that they caginallY acisiched (either. m o d e l e d  NI 
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Richanison 
Pkas, r,piy to: AllthMly 

brickwork like a cornice, giving more 
not been followed through? 

4) Salvage and redisplay of historic bollards 

his original Coal Office. Why has this 

Two cast-iron bollards with the railway company's monogram 'GNR' are mentioned in 
the Historic Building Baseline Report for the Wharf Road Viaduct in Appendix A of 
the Conservation Plan. They are visible in a photo on page 8 of that plan, guarding 
the top of the steps. Why does there seem to be no provision for reusing these in the 
scheme? 

With kind regards 

Anthony Richardson 

Chair 

Photos on the next two pages illustrate the stables windows end the ex 
roofscape. 
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ch &tarp 
Up. skater to 
intresging W M * ,  traffic necessitated sddftb,S alsbling capacity. lambast. The 
wide use of horSes in 19M 
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Cleinne: M t a y  RANnAun 
New IAAIt Anew/ NthaAwn 

View Porn St Pewee  Look showing cascade cut slate tools on Blocks 2. 3 end 4. 
Repteclng the Block 4 mot by a sass box will be highly demeans and we also 
crews confusion I t  the w i n o s  between old buffitngs WWI new. 
Note MOI views from the intended l o a m *  will be s.mttat to this. becoming a key 


